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..i was bo~ ntarfyhaJt I~~ aio at the~ of the Cold War, a''· r • 

tillleot 11Ratcla1gt, inonnaus --and llll<a1ain IIOiil. All lime~ · .. ,. ' . . . ' . . ., . 

Americans wanted nothing more than. to cixne hoine lnd resume,liva of peace and 
quiet. ourcoimtr)r had to JlinmOn .the WiU for a new kind ot.war:~contailling an _ 
upw;onist anci hostile Soviet Union which \lOWed to. bu).y us. We had to find ways to 
r.miiid the ecClllomies ol Eutope and Asia. ent.unge a~ "'-"ent towan1 

' · i~ and Wndiati .M nation's plincipi.S in the world a(ainst yet another 
totalitarian challenge to liberal dtmociaey. . · · · · 

· · · ·. ThankS to the· unStintini courage and sacrifice of the AmeriC:an · 
.. people, We were able to Wii1 that Cold \vor. Now we\., entered a new e~>, .ind we ileed a 
new visiOn Mel the strerigth ~ lllftt a new set .ol OPIJOrt.initiesllid threatS. IV• face . 
the same challenge tooay that we faced in 1946- to bUild a world of secunty, . . · ' ' \ . . . .. . . . . . ' 

freedom, demOc:racy, free marbts and growth at a time of great change. . 

. · • AnyOO, rUnning for Presm..;t ~ght no;.- RepublicM or 
Democrat -·is going to have to provide a vision for security in this ne\Y 'er'a. That is 
what I hope to do t<!day .... 

1 
. Given the probl~s we .f.ice at home. we do have to take cire of our . 

. own people and their needs first We need to remember the cenuaJ iesson o'fthe . 
· ·. . collapse of communum and the So~et Union. We n£Ver·defeated them on the rield of 

battle. The Soviet Uni~n collill>sed frOm u;, inside o~t -'-}roO, o:onomiC; political and spirltual faiiure: 

. . M~e no mistake: Foreign. a'nd domestic policy are inseparable in 
· · tixiay's w;,rlil. If we·re not strong ai homt.we c0n't)Uc! the world we've done so much · 
· to make. And if we withdraw tfomthe wo;ld, it will hurt us economically at home. 

· · ·.We Can't ~llow this faJ~ choice.between domestic policy and 
. . . . . ' 

foreign policy to hurt our country and our eicon.omy. Our President has devoted his 
limO and energy to foreign concerns and ilnored diie pioblenu here at hom~ As.a 
result, we're'drifti~g ,in the longest economic sl~mp since World War II, arid, in, · 

reaction to t/ial elements 111 ~th I!Mtiis OOw Want Ame~ca tO respond to the iOiiapse ·.· · 
oi c~mmonisin .ind a crippling :recessoO, at home by retTwing from the Wo•ld. . - . I I . · : · . ' · · . 

·. . · I have agreed with·Pres'ident BUsh on a nur'nber of foreign policy ·· 
. . . . ' . . . . . . .· ·• 

· questions. I supported his efforts to kick Saddam Hussein out of Ku:.vait I.think he'did 
a masteriul job in pulling togerlter the victoiiou, multi~ateral cOalition.Js!IJ)port h~ . 
desire to pursue'peace taiks in the /tfiddle East hgree With the Presidentthatwe 

. . can'ttum our back on NATO. And I stiPi>orted giving the admiri~lration fast-track 
, ~utho.rity to n~otiate a Sound and tairfree trade ~re~ent with Mexico. · · · . 

. But becaUse the President seem's to favor political stability and his . ·. . ·. .. ,1- . . • . . -. . --

personaJ relations with foreign leaders· over·a coherent policy. of promptjng freedom, 
. I . . . . . , . , , . l • ,_ ~ocracy and economic growth, lit often doeS things.! disagree With. For aampl• 

·his close per.sonaJ ties With for~ in leaders helped forie the coalition' iliaii\st saddam. · 
. HUssein, but also led him. to side with China'scOm\nun!st. rule" after the democratU:, 
- uprising of studerits. The President forced Iraq out of J<uwai~ but as soon as the war 

was o_ver, he:seemed so concerned Wjth .the stability of the area~ he wM willing' to 
·.I leave the Kurds.to an aWtul tate. He iS rightfully seeking peaCe iit the MiddJe .&ut. but 

·his urge to ~rsonaJJy broker a dtai.has led him to ·take publ~ positions which may· 

undelmine the ibiuty of ~e lsrups and the Arabs to agr~ on.an endurinc pace. 

· In tht ~lithe Cold War~ we netcf'a Presidert who . ' . ' ' . . . . . . . ; ' .. 

/"' 

"The defense of 

. . freedom a.nd .. 

the promOlion 

of democracy 

' around the I , . 

World aren't .' 

merely a 

· .· reflection.oi.o,ur 

deepest v~l~es; · 
· they are vit~l to' 

·.our, national 

·interests." 
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. . •. . . ··.,t'H . J7j!~::<l:.~ .. ··~]t::;:ifJ;~Ji~~~;;,~·;<;: , ·.:, 
· obiectiw:E Fint.. we must l'e:ltriJctuft oilr military forces fOr a new erl. Scond, we . , 

,. ' 

· ~~with our ~Jia ·to-~e the sprrahnd crNotidatic*t flcierDocrley:, . · · 
abroad. And third, we must reatlblish Ainena·i ecOnomic Jeadmhip at h~me and in 

:the world. , · . . , · · . · · 

. . , When ~ericans elect a Praident. they selech Conuriandu in '· 
Chief. They want someone they can trust to act when our COW'ltly's intere$a·ar~ . ' . 
, threatened. To protect our interests and Our vaJUa. sometimes We haYe to stMxi and 

. . . . . ·' . . .., I .. 

faghl That is why, as President. I pledge'to maintain military forces strong enough to 
· . . ' . . I· I ' · · . , 

.deter and when necessary to defeat any threat to our essential intuest.L · · 
' · · ~ · Today's defense debate c~tus too narrowly on the size of the 

. militaijt budget. But th~ real crtiestions ire. what threats do We face, what forces do we 
. , . . . . ,·· I . . . 

need to counter thent. aild how m~ we change? .: . . . . · . . · · · · · 
· ' · We can a:ndmust s~stantiaJiy reduce Qur military forces: and · 

·spending, because the .Soviet threat is decreasing arid our:aJiies are able to.and should 
. '·. ' . , . I ' . : . ~houlder morf! Of the defense burden. But we ·sti_ll must set the level of our: defense 

spending based on what'we need to protect our interests: Fitit ·let's provide for a 
strong 'defen~. Then we ·can talk ~lit defense savings~ · . 

At the outset of this disc~ion. I want to make one thing clear:· 
The ~orld is still rapidly changing. The wo~ld we lo~k out on today is not the same -' 
worldlwe will see· tomorrow. We need to be.ready to adjust our defense proJections to 
meet threats that could be either heightenl!d or reduced down the road. 

Our defense needs were clearer during the Cold War. when Jt. was 
widely accepted that we need~.enough,forces to de~er a SoViet nuclear, attack. to 

· 
1
-defeOd aga·mst.a Soviet-led conventional' offensive in Europe and. to pr~tect other . 
· American interests, especially in Northeast Asla and the Persian Gulf.· The' colla.Pse. oi 

the. Soviet Union shattered that consensw. ieavin-g us without a clear benchmark for. 
determining the·· size o~ mix of our aimed forces. ' · , . ·.· · .· · , .· · 

, .· . ·~ · . i H'owever.' a new consensus iS emerglng.on the nature of post"Cold 
.. War. secun~. It assumes that' the gravest threats we are most likely to face In the years 

ahead includ.e: · · · · : · · · · ·· . 

• Flrst. the spread of depriWt.ion and disorder in tt{~ former Soviet 
. Union. whiCh could lead to armed contlict among the r~publit:J or ~e rise Of a . 
fervently nationali~tic and aggressive regime ira Russia still in possessio~ oilong-range 

• • • I ,'\ • , • ' ' < nuclear ·WeapOnS. 1 
' • 1 ' • . 

• Second.' the spread of weapons of mass destruction. nuclear. 
chemical and. biologi,caJ. as w~ll as the ~earls f~r de~ivering th~m; . 
· · · · · · • Thi(d, enduring tensions in various' regions, especially the . 

' I '( ' • . ·, ' • ' ' ' • ' \ 

:·. Korean peninsula and the Middle East and the attendant risks of terrorist attack~ on 
, ' I. .,., . Americans traveling or working overseas. · . 

. . . ~ 
· • And finally, ·the growing intensity of ethnic rivalry and separatist 
violence within national borders, ~uch~as we have seen in Y~goslavia. lnd~ arid ·, . ' . . ' . ' . ' . 

elsewhere. that could spill bey9nd. those borders ... 

. To deal with these 'neW threats. we need to replace our Cold War .mlli~ry s~cture ~th a small~r. more t1exible'mil of~apabilities. including: . 

- ' . • Nuclear detemace. We-can dramatically reduce our nuclear 
arsenals.through negotiations and oth~r reciprocal actions: But as~ irred~cible 
minimum; we must retain ·a survivable n~lear force to deter any conceivable threat 

. . . . ~» Rapid deplaymeat. We need a force caPable of projecting power 
quicklY when and where it's needed. This m·eans the Army must develop a more mobile 

· . mil cif mechanized arid armored forces. The Air Force shouJd emphasize tactiaJ air 
~and~~ the Na'J)' and~ eo;p. niust maintain stiticia:tt came, and 
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··.~o nauonal · 

secuwv; rss.ue rs · 

·more ur2ent 

rti·an the- · 

·.l)Jesuon -c.r wno 

· ·.vrU conrror rhe .. 
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· When Americans elect a President. they select a ·commanae~ in · 
Chief. TheY want someOne they can trust to ad When our country's interesu are. 
threateried_ To protect our interesu,andour values; sometimes we have to·stand and 
.fight That ·is why~ as President. I pledge to maintain militaiy forces st~ong· enough to . . . . ' . ' . .. -
Jeter and when necessary to defeat any threat to our emntiaJ,interesu., · 

. . . ' ' ... Today's defense debate centers too narrowly Ori the size of the 
military,budget a'ut the rea.! qUations.ui what threau do we face. what for.ces do we 
need to countu them. and how must we ctWtge? . . . .. . 

' ' We can and fllUSt substantially r~uce.out, militarvfon:es and 
. S~ding. because the Soviet threat is decreasing and OUr ajlies are able to arid should 
. shoolder more of the defense' burdeit But we still m~st ~et the level ofolJr defense 
·spending based on what we rieed to protect our interesu. First let's provide for a . . I . · ... 

strong defense. nien we can talk aboutdefense savings. ' . ,. 

' At the ouuet of this disCUSSIOn. I want to inake one thing clear: .. 
' • t '• ' I ' • 

The wori~ is still fc!Pidly changing. The·worid we look out on today' is not the. same 
world we.w_1H see tomorrow. We need to be reaCiy to adjust.' our deiense pro_recttons ro · ·, 

.• ' . . •,r ' . . I ( • 

meet threats that .could be either heightened or reduced doWr1 the road. • _ 
. . . . : Our defens~ needs wer_e clea~~r during the Cold War. when I~ was- . 

. · .\' widely accepted that we needed enough forces to deter a Soviet nucjear attick. to 
. defend agamst a Soviet~led conventio~ offensive in Europe and to protect other. 
American interest5. espec~Jiy in Northeast Asia ~d the Persian GuiL The collapse of 

. the Sovi~t U~ion,shattered that COnse~SUs; leaving US wi.thbut -~ clear'benchmark for 
determlnmg the size or IJ!ix of our armedforces. ~: 

However, a new cons~nsus is emerging on the .nature ·of post-Cold 
War seeunty.lt assumes that the gravest threatS we are inost likely to face_ in the years 
ahead include: · 

~· ' .. 

~ Firs~ the sp~ead of de~rwation and disorder in the former Sovie't · 
; ' I . .: 

. Union. which could lead to anned COJ1flict,ainong the republics or.the rise oi a 
, iervently nauonalistic ~aggressive regime m' Russia st1ll in :possession· oi long-range . . . . ... nuclear weapons. 

• Second, the spread of weapons of mass destruction. nuclear. 
chemiCal and blologlcat. as well as the means· for delivering them. . . '' 

. ·, • Third, end1,1ring tensions ln vario.:U regions •. especially ~he 
Korean penmsula and the Middle East and the attendant risks of terrorist att4cks on 
Americans traveling or working over~.-. , · · 

· • And fi~Jr, the growi.ng intensity of ethnic rW,aJry and separatist 
~iolenc~ within nationaf'borders, stich as we have· seen in Yugoslavia. India and ·· 

· els~here, that could _spill beyond those bbrders. 

. , .To. d~ with these new threau, we need to replaee our Cold War · 
military s~cture with a smaller, more flexible mil ofeapabiJitles, including: 

. . . '•-Nadur detimace. We ean'drainaticatlyndlice our ~uclear 
arsenals through negotiations and ~u reciprocal actions. B~t aS an frTeducible 
minimum, wemus.t retafu a SUr:vivable nuclear force to deter any conce~le.threat 
r . . . . · · • Rapid depioymaat We need a force capable of projecting power 

. QUicldy when arxf~re it's needed, This means the Army must develop a more mobile 
' . './ . . . 

mix of mec:haruzed and armored forctL The Air Jl'orce'shouJd ~ize ~ a.ir . 
' power and airlift. and the Navy and Marine Corps must maintain stificimt airier 3nd · · 

( 

1. 

I. 

\ . 

'Without· 

growth _abroad; ' 

··our own 

economy 

cannot thrive." . 
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· .. ~~:-~~.~~f~.frDm~~i~~::,;l:!~~tt.:~t)~~: .. ~· 
. .ca..o.,.lbi~,...... ol""' Podulie ~~l!>i::~cfdtl,.. inciutry. . 

They ·and other highJy skiUed worien and ta:hriiciw are a YitaJ nationa.l resource at a 
time When our technological edge in a world economy must be stJarl,er than ever . 
before.; I have called fo~·a new.advanc:ed ttswtb ag'ency,....,. a·civiliarrDARPA ~that . 

. . ' . ' ' I . . . . ' . , . ' • 

could help capture for commuciaJ worit the brilliance of scientiSts and engineen·who 
have ~mplished wonden.on the battlefield. . · · 

· · . ' · · Uk~ those who have served ·the ~ori in uniform cannot be · ... 

·.' 

. ., 

··we mustoe 
·strong at home '. dumped ~ thejob market We've got to enlist them to. help rrieet our many needs at . · 

home. By ~hilt; .. ~ people trom active ·duty to th~ NationaJ Guaid and r~rve$, offering_ 
..... '6 · · main1a1n ~iobal · , early retirement options!'limlting re-atlistment aoo'sl~wing die pace ofrecnJJtment.'. .

1

_ • I' ;;trOWIM;,. 

we can build down our. .forces in a· gradual way that doesn't abandOn people of proven 

· 10 lead and . 

: . ., ' • • ' f' 'commitment and competence. . ' . 
' ' ) ' . '. '· ·,. 
Our people in uniform are among the most highly ~killed in the· 

' ' . . 
Jreas we need most. We need to transfer those hiunan resources into our workforce 
and even into our ~hools. Perhaps. in pari by using reserve ceriten and_closed bases 
for community-based education and training programs .... 

· · · The defense poli~ I have outlined keeps America strong and stllli 
·;1elds substantial savings. The Amencan people have earned this peace dividend . . . ''. . . ' 

:hrough forty years of unreJentmg VIgilance and sacnrice ~dan investment or. . 
·. :'n llions .oi dollars~. ~d they are ·'entitled' to ~ve the divide~d remvested in the1r ' 
future. 

· Finally, America needs to reach a' new agree~ent with ourailies lor 
· . sharlng the costs and risks <ifm~ntammg peace:.While Desert Stoim set a u·serul 

precedent for cost-sharin~ 9Ur forces_ still ~id most of the righting and dying. We need . 
·to shift that burden to a wider coalition of nations of which America will be a part In ,. 
the Persian Gulf. in Namibia, in Cambod;a and elsewhere in recent years; th·e- Uni,ted 

.. Nations has beguntirplay the role that Franklin Roosevelt and Harry "I:rurilan , 
envisioned for it, We must. take the lead now· in making their vision real- b~· :_ . · . 
expanding the Securicy, Cou~cil and making Gerinany and Japan .permanent membe~s: 

.. by continuing to pr~ for greater effiii~ in U.N:,administration: and by exploring 
ways to institutionalize the U.N.'s success mmobilizing international participatio(l in . ' , 
Desert.Stonn. · / · 

. One propo~J worth explonng calls for a. U.N. Rapid Oeplo}·ment 
Fo~ce that coutdbe used tor: purposes beyond traditional peacekeeping. such a.s 

' ~tanding g~rd at the borders of coWltries th;eatened by·aggression: preVenting · 
at~ks on civilians; providing hUmanitarian relief; and combatting terrorism and drug ' . : ' . . •' . \. trafficking. 

, . . · .m. Europe, new secunty arra.ngemen~ wili. evolve over the next·· 
-detade. While ins~ting on a fairer sharing of the common. defense burden, we. must 
not tum our back on NATO. Until_ a more effectiVe security_ system em~rg~, we m4st 

·give our ~lies no reason to doUbt our ~onstancy. · · 

· · .. · -~;w~ restructure our military ·forces.~we mwt reinforce.the 
powerful global m9vement toward democracy. · · · · · · 

. u.s.· foreign p~licy cannot be divorcea from the moral principles 
~ost Amerieans share. We cannot disregard how other go~m,:.;ents treat their own 

·people, whether their domestic institutions are democratic orrepressive, ·whether they · · , 
help encourage or checlc illegal conduct beyond their borden .. This does not mean we · 

, should deaj only with democraeies or that we should t~y· to remake the world in our 
.. . image. BUt recent ~rience from Parwna·to Iran t~ Iraq shows.the daltgers of 

· forging strategic relationships with despOtic reg;ma. . . / . . - . . . 
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}ecDIIOii!IY. n,,.,.._ Ptlart · our lndi.Jate engjriem . . irid&Jstry. . .. ~ .... "h .. ,-•,-; ··~. 

· " ·The, onil Othermlhl, illiued ..:.rt.n'ind ~ oril .vbl 1111io1iaJ r...w.:e at a 
. ·u...;,.. .ur technO~oia~..,. tn a-.... ~ .... be .;,_,.~~an - .. · . 
. before. I haVe caJied fur a ~ew advanced reSWth agency-a Civilian DARPA....:... that . 

cO.id ~ Capb,. fo; C-n:ial iooit the brillilnU oltcieni;,g ~ .;,.neen who · 
haw accomplished WOridm :m the lliiWefield. . . . . · ... 

. ' . . Ukewjst. th~ Who .hive Servect tilt' natiori in unilonn cannot be ' 
· dmnJHd on'the jo~ mur~ We've got to. enlist them tO 'help meet our many n·~ at 

hotDe. By shifting people from- dut¥ to the HaticNJ Cuord oi!!f iacrves; o6ering 
• wly ritirement Opliom, limiting re-enlisiJiWtt and ilowii.g the pace ol reauilment, 
liie C31! build dowD our fortes in a """ual woy !hit doesn'.t abandon ·~It of ~ioven . 
coriunitmentandcompetmc:e.. ':' 

· · - ' " . · Our people in btomi are ainong ~most highly skilled in the 
I '. • . . . . . ' " ' . . . 

areas we n~ most We need to t:raJufer those hwnan resources into our workforce 
and even.· into our s'c~oiS. perhaps in Part by using reserve c~ters ;md cl6sec.fbases 

· · fortommUn.iy-based !dia:ation anclu,;;nlng prograins. . • . ' . , .. 

. The defense policy l have outlined ketl)s Ameriea strong and still 
. :;ields substanttal:savings. The Amen~ p~ople have earned .this peace dtvidend 

' . . . • . . ' I . ' . 

. through forty years or unrelenting VIgilance and sacnrice and an investmem oi' 
trtlliOJlS Oi doJJa~s. And they are entttled to have'the. dMdend rein~est~ in their 

. . . . '· ' ' . .~~ . ' . . . 

Finally, Anienca needs io reach a new agreement with our aHies for 
sharing the costs and risks of maintaining peace: While D~ert Sto~ set a userul . 

.. . precedent for cost-sha~ng, our'forc~ still did mo~t of the fighting and dying. We need 
to shift that b·urden to a ·wider coalition of nations of which Ameria will be a part In 

· ihe PerSian Gulf. ;,; Namibia, iri ~ia and ;lsewhere in rteenl year• the Uni!ed 
. Nations has begun to play the role that Franklin Rooseveltand Harry rrtirrian 

. envisioned for it We m~t'take the lead now in making th~ir vision real ~ by . 
. expanding .the Security Council aoo 'making Germany and Japan pemianenrme~bers: .. 
by continuing to'pr~ for greater efficiency in U.N. a~ihistrati~n: and by. expto~ing 
ways to instituticinaJize the. U.N.'s success m mobilizing international parttcipation m 

1 Desert Stonn. . ' . ). . 

· One proposal Worth exploring calls for. a U.N, Rapid Deployment 
.Force that coui,d be u~fd for. purposes beY~d traditional PeaCekeeping. such as 
standing guard at the borde'rs of countries threateneq by aggression: preventing. 
attacks on civilian~: providing humanitarian relief: and combatting terrorism and drug ' . 
trafficking. . · ... · t ' · ' · · , . , · ' 

. ' .. ·In Europe. neW securitY a~ements :will evolve over the next 
decade. While insisting on a fairer sharing of the common defense burden. we must 
not tum our back on NATO.' Until a more effective security system e~erges, we must 

'give our allies no reason to doubt our con~. :, ',. '. 

As we restructure our military forces, we must reinforce the . · · . · powerful gio~almovement toward democracy. · 
; I . . , . 

. . .·. . U.S. foreign policy Cannot be divorced from. the moral principles· .· 
' ni~st Ameiitans share. .We cannot disregard how other g.,rnffients treat their own · 
. ·people, whetiter:their dOmestic 'iiutitutioru are democ~tic or repres~ive. whether'they 
. help encourage or cped[ iliega,t condiEt .beYond their borders~ This dOes not mean we 
ihoold deal only'""' democ111eia or that wuhoold try to remake the -ld in our. 
image. Btt. recent exPerience from Panama to Iran to Iraq shows the dangm of 
.fcq8lg strattgic rdmonships,With ~ ~ . 
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;- :· · · . -. ,._ . . shoiiJcimaiter tO us hoW ' gowm DnN_ la3oes 

.. don't .. go to-Wlith ~ othU •. The French··anc, Bntuh hi~'nuc~~ ~bUt we 
·don't far Muuhilation at their~ Democi3cies don't sponsot ttmrist acts against 
eadJ other. They are mo~e lik~Jy to be reliable tr3ding partriers, prOtect the·gJobal ' ' 

· tnvirotunent and abide by'intemationallaw. : .. ·. , .. ~. 
Over time.'demacn!Cy is a stabilizing force. It proY.<fes· rion-vioient 

·means for resolvil'!g disputes. De~ocrades-do a better job oi protecting ethnic, · -
'' " , ·, , .. ·' . I .. - . -

~eligious and other min~rities. And elections can help resolve fratricidal civil wars. 

. Yet President Bush too Otten tw hesitated wheJl demoC:ratic forces · 
' needed our support in'c~Jenging the status quo. I believe the President erred when . 

' ' ' : ' ' - ' . ' ·' . 
he secretly rushed tnvoys to res~e cordial relations· with China barely a month arter 

' ' ' ......._ ' ' ·- ' ' 

the massacre in Tiananmen Square: When he spumed Yeluin before the Moseow·coup: 
.. when he P<>ured c~Jd Water on the Baltic and UkrainW1 aspirations for self-.. - . 

· determination and jnqependence: an<t'when he. lniti~lly ~erused to help ih·e Kurds . 
• I -·-. The a~inistration continu~ .to coddle China. despite )u 

continuing CraCkdown on democratic re(onns;--JU brutaJ subjugation of Tibet. iU 
irresponsible eXports of nucl~r and 'missile technology,.iu suppc)rt for the homtc:dal · 

' Khmer_ Ro~ge m ~ambodia. ~d its ~busive trade 'practtces. Such ioroearance.on our· -: 
part mtght have made s~ns_e during the Ccld War. wnen China wa5 a .:oumerwer~nt to~ 

r;. SoVIet power. But rt' makes no se_nse to piay the China caro now. wn~ 'our opponents ! 

have thrown rn lhei;n h.:~iddle E:ut the iJmr~rstratron ·'"'""' crioit ior brrogrhg ' . i . 
Istaei'and i~ Arab antagonrsts to the negouatrng table:)' etl believe the Pres1dem rs: , ' . , I . . 

· wrong to use public pressure tactics ag~mst lsraeLin the process, he.has ratsedArao . 
. expectations. that he'll deliver Israeli concesston$ arid. fed Israelifears that iU interests 

Will,be sacrificed to' an Amencari~imposed SOlUtion. ' I 

. ) ' '.. .·._ ' ' ' . . ' -. ' . We must ~e":lember that even 1f the Arab-Israeli dtspute were , 
re5olved tomorrow, there would still.be ample C:auses of conrlict irnhe Middie £ast: . 

. ancient .tribal.' ethnic and religious h~treds: control'of oil and Water. the'bitte~ness oi 
· the have-nou toward those who have: the. lack ofdemoei'atic institutions to hold ' 
'leaders ac,couiltable to their people and restrain their actions ~road; andthe ' 
te~ritorial ambitions of Iraq and Syria. We have paid a terrtbie pr,~e _ior the · 

,. administration ·s earlier poljcies of deferen'ce to 'Saddam Hussem. Today, we musrdeal 
. with Hafez Assad in Sy.ria. but we' mtist riot overl~ok his tyrannical rule ~d 

' • • ,. t • 1 ' '. I 

1 . domination of Lebano!l: .. , 

I We need a broader policy toward the Middle £ast that seeksto liinjt 
the flow oi anns into the region, as well as the materiais nUde({ to develop and deliver 

. , ' I , I ' . ' ' ' , ' ' . , . ' , 

weapons of mass destruction: promotes democracy and human rights:'and preserves · 
' "• ' . ' ' 

our strategic relationship with the one democracy in. the region: Israel: . 
' ' ' ' . ' ' ' ' .-

;And in Africa as well, we must align America with the rising tide oi 
democracy, The administration tw,c~i!fled credit for th:e histoljc opening. to ... 
democ~ now being n~otiated in South Africa, when in factitresisted·the'sanctions · 

I poliCy that helped make this hopeful m~ment Possible. . 

r. . TC$y, we ~h~uld con.;:entrate our attention·o~ do~g what we tan 
· . to 'help end the violence that has ravaged the South African townShips; by supporting . · 

with ~ur aidih~ local structures~ seek to mediate these dispute5 anq by insis.tiJ:lg -
that the Squth African goVerrirrient show the same zeal in pr~Sec-uting· the perp~rators .. 

. · of the violence.as it dkJ in the past when.pursuing the leaders of the anti-aparthtld -.. '. 
·moW.ment. The adminisbation and ·our states and cities should only relU our. . 

-·r~ sanctioc1s as it'becomes clwer that the day of democracy and g~ · 
~ rights is at hand. And when that day doei diwn, we muSt be prepared to 
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"··we mu~t. 
devise and I :,I 
pursue' naltonal 

policie$ tnar 

· s~rve tne needs 
. ' 

of ou~ people 

by i.mning us,ar 

home and . 

restoring· 

America's 

greatness in tne · 

world.M·. 

'' 
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of en~enffo;demoeracywdl . . . . , . . . , , . . . . ' - . ·' '.· .. : . . . I · unite our. interests 'and our valueS. Here's what '!'f shouJd do:'- . 

. . • First.. we need to re!paixi more forctfu.lly to one of the greatest . 
. securitY challenges of·oor time. to help the' p_eople of the former Soviet em pi~~ . 
demilitarize thei.r societies WJ build fr~e political and ecooomic mjtltution$. Congress . 

·has PiSSed S500 million to help the Soviets 'destroy nuclearweapoiu~ and .for 
. ·· humanitarian aid. We can do better. AS Senator Sam N~mn and Repreien131ive W · 

' 1 ;. • •. • l 

· Aspin haVe argued, we sh()uld shift money from margiriaJ military programs tp this key 
investment in ~urfuture security. We can radically 'reduce the threat of nuclear· 
dt.truct;on that. has dll(lrd us for decade. bY inwsting a lroction ot whiot w.uld . 
Otberwise have to be sperit to countei.thal thre,u. And. togetber Willi Our C-i p~rm,,.: 
..0 can supply· ihe Soviet "J>uillics Willi !be food and m<dicaJ aid they netd to s.urvove . . 
the" first Winter of freedoin in 74 veaB. WeshoUid do all that we can io coonlinaie aid 
efforts Willi our llliei. and to Provide the be.t·iedmiCaJ assist>nce wean to distribute , .. . . . ·, . ' I . 

that food and. aid. . , ' 

. No national security -issue is more urgent than the que~tion of who 
._.;,II Control !be nu~lear WeaPons and technology oi !be former Soviet. einpire. Those . '• 
·.,;eapons pose a threat to the securrt\· of eve"· Amerrcan. to our allies. and to. the 

'.' :. . ' ·'. ' . . . . . ' .. " . ' , re.oubhc.s-~h~s~Jves. ·\ 

Lknow it may be bad p~litics to i:le for any aid program. But we owe 
: t to the people who defeated communas~. th.e people who defeated the .coup. Arid we. ·1, I 
owe 1t to oursel'o'el. A small ~ount' spent stabilizmg ihe emergmg democracJel m the ' 
ionner Sov1et emp1re today Will reduce by much more the mor;tey we may ha~e to · 
comm1t to our defense m the future. And it w1lllead to the creation of lucrative new 

· · inarkets Which I!Jean new Amirif'" jobs. Having Won !be CoJd·,iv;r. wt mUst not now 
lose the peace._ I · • · · \' • .: • · • 

·, . • We·should recognize Ukraine's indePendence. as well as that of 
· otbe;.,!publics who make that dttision democrab9/ly. But ·w. ihoUJd link U.S. an~ 
western non-humanitarian aid to agreements by the 'republics to·abide by all arms 

; agreeniMu riegotiatOJ by Soviet aulhoriti.,; d<monitrate r"pconsibility witb regardto 
. nuclear w..,oiu, demilitaruelheir ~ohoonoel, respect m·inority righu: and proceed · · 
·with market and politii:al reforms: '. 

• We should use our diplomatic and economic leverage to increase 
. the material incenhves to 'democratize and raise the costs for those who wont We '

1 
. have every right to condition our foreign aid and debt relief policies on demonstrable 
progrei~ toward demopOcy illid market reiorms.Jn <ltreme ~such as that of .·. '· · 
China, we should condition. favorable trade terms on political liberaJization and 

' . . ' . . . . ( . . . ' . responsible international conduct · , ) · .. ~ · ., 

· . •lite n~ tD support evolving institutional structures favorable to .. 
countries struggling with ttie transition to democracy and markets,.-such as the new 

· European' Baruc for ReconstructiOn~ Deveiopmen~ whose mission u to rebuild !be 
· . societies ot Central illid Eastern Europ~ We are right to ;;,.ollragt thi Eliropran 

Cotnmunity.to open its door~ to those soci~ties, perhaps tw creating an affiliate status · 
. UJat carries some but' not all of the privileges 'of mt;nbershlp.· . . 

1 

- '. ·~ We should encourage Private American investinent in the former 
·. Siiviet'eriopir~ The Soviet frpubUa, afttr Iii, are rich in human ind natural resources. . . ' . . . . . 

One day,·they and Eastern Europe could. be lucrative markets for us.: -

· . • •We moc;ld rogaro incr~aHwicling for dtmocr3tic: assistance as 
a legitimat~ pan of our national securitY budget. We shOUJd supPort groups like ~e 
llltianal Endowment (or Dentocncy, IMiid! w.rt openly rather than cowrt1y to 

. ' ' . ' ' . . ' . . 
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ilromote • . .· 
':\gmcy for' int~ti()nli' . ' ' '~tney~to channel '. 

I ~· ... ·. 
I . 

'. more of their resources to 'promoti~ democncy. Anci';Ust u Radlo Free Europe and . . 
) the Voice of Amerlta helped bring ~~'truth to .the pe~~e oithose soeieti~; we should 

create a Radio Free Asia to cany news and hope to China and elseWhere. . · . , 
1 
. 

.. . · ... · , • r;nany,j~ u President Kennedy taUnchm iht P~. c;,,JO ·., 1.· .. 

. years ~o. we should cteat~ a Demcicracy Co~ today that wiil send thousands· of . . . 

. talentod ~efican voluntters to ~ouiltties th3t riud lhtir 1,P., financial aM political , I 
· · expertise. . · · 1 

. our.second major strategic challenge is to help lead the world into. . ; · 
I l new era of global growth. Any governor who's tried to create jobs aver the last decade '' I 
' know that experienc:e in international economics is ~entiil and that s~cess in' ttie. l ' 
global eco~omy must be at the ~ore of national security in .the 1990s. · 1 

. ' · ·. · Witliout·growth Obroad. our own economy cannot thrive. U.S. · j .,·. · 
exports Of goods afld SerVices WiiJ'be ~Vera half-triiJlon dollars in 199{- and 10. I 

perCent oi ou; econ~my. WithoUt global growth, hulthy i~temational compelition j 
turns all too r .. dily to OconOmJC warfare. Without growth aM ecoiromJC progress. ."/· · 
there can be. nci true econom1~ justice among or within ilat1ons. 

. . · . · r pelieve the negotiations on an o~eri trading ~ystem m.rhe GA'IT . ' 
~re or extraorainaiv importance. And lsupporr the nel!otJation· or a North Amenc:m 

·. Free Trade Agreem.ent; so long as It'S fair to Amencan -iarm~rs and .workers: protects 
:~e· e~v1roninent' and cibse.:Ve~ decem 'iabor stanaards. . · . . ·, 

1

• 

·Freer trade abroad means ~ore jobs at home. Every Sl billion in . i 
u.s: exports generates 20.o00 to30.000 more jo,bs. We must fihd ways tohelp · · . · 

. . . - . . ' 

·developing nations rinally.overcome their debt crisis .. which has lesser1ed their capacity· . 
to buy ~erican goods and prqbably cost us.I.s'milli(lll American j~bs: . 

. .··We mwt be str~ng at home to lead and maintain global growth. 
Our weax~e5s at home has caused even our economic competitors to worry about our. 
·stubborn refusal to establish a national economic strategy that will regain our 
. economic leadership and restore o'pportunity for the middle class. 

. . . , . . :H~w ~~n we lead.~h'en we have gone from be1hg ttie world's'largest 
creditor country to the worid's largestdebtor,nabon- ~ow owing the. world s:Ws . 
, ' , . .· ' I , , 

. billion? \\'hen we. de~rid. on foreigners ror$100 billion a year of finanCing, we re not 1 

,the masters of o~r own destiny. 

. '· ! I spoke in my last lecture about hoW we musfrebuild our nation ·s 
economic greatness. for the job of restoring America's competiti~ edge truly 'begins at. 

.'.home.· I have oifered a program to build the most .well-educated ~:well-trained . 
workforce in th~ world-~~ put ·our national budget to woric on ·programs that make 
~Aine,rica richei. not more indebted. . . . . 

. i · Our economic strengt!t must become a ~entral deiirtfng element of . · 
' · our national security policy. We mwt organize ·to compete ~nd Win in the global 

eco~omy. We need a commitment from American b~iness and labor to work together 
to ~e workf<lass products. w~ must be_ prepared to exchange some short-term 

'benefits - wt:leth.er in, the QUart~rly profit statement or in arehajc' work rules ..:._ for ... 
long-term success. 

· . The prlvate sector must maintain the initiative, but government 
has an indisp~nsable role. A recent Oepartm~t of Comm'erce report is a wake~p· call 
that-we are falli~. behind our major competitors in Europe and Japan ori emerging. 
techriolbgies that Will defme the high-payirig jobs of the futw-~ - like advanced . 
mattriaJs~ biotechnoloiY; s~,n:onducton and computer:integrated manufacturing. 

. I haw. rnmtlOOect a civilian~ resan:tt'projects agency to · 
.. • ! : • • 

'I' 
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· . pUt the . $tates it the forefront of military ted1110logy, 

missioii. worr~g ~th Private 'cmn~ies.and · · · to ad\We technologi~ · · 
that WiU~e our lives better~ create toinorr~s:}obs.. . - , . :. . , 

. : . .. . . Not enough of ouri:~pani~'qage in export- juSt 15 perc~t 
·. '·· . . ' . . . . . . . . ' :. ) . 

of aur companies acco~t for 85 pereent of our exports. We have to meet our. __ : · 
competitors' efforts to help smaller- and medium:.siied businesses identify and gairir' . . . . , ~. .:, . . - . . . ' . ' -'foreign markets. · 

. . . ' .\nd most lmpoitant, goveminerlt must assure that internatio~ 
co~pet1tion is r~r by insisting to our European_ Japanese and other trading Partners .. 
that if they WOnt play by the rules of an OPen trading System. then we will play by 
tnei~. : - · · · . · · · · . · · · · · 

\\'e nave no more important bilaterah·~latlonship$ than our 
aJilance With Japan . .l relati~nship that has ~at~red from Orle of dependency in the 
1950s to.cine or p~ershipioday: Our relationship is based on ties oi democracy. ·but 
as we ~ooperate.' we' ~lso compere. -~d the maturity Of ou.r relationship aliows : 
, . t 1 • • \ ' ~ 

. Arriencari Pres.H.lenti .. as) wlil. to lflSISt on. iair play. As we put our OWJ'! econom1c: 
' , ~OUSe In oruer.' Jaoan ril~st O[llin lhe doorsoi.1ts economiC house. or our pannerSriiO. 
· ·.'i.;il.b.elmoenieuwJm~ohs~ouenees_r~l'alltheworid. · · ·· · ·' 

:;·)W ,We must'unoerstana. as we never have Defore. that our. 
I • I • ' ,• . 

. . . ~ ;ahonal 'secum\; !S 'ir~ei}' ec'Jnomic. The success oi our engagement in.'~'le woriJ . ' 
jepenos nor on !he rieadlines 1t bnngs to Washington poiitlcrans .. bur ·,m the b~ner1tSJt 
tlrlngs to haru-worl(mg ·~rJJle-ciass'AmencanS. Our ,"i:reigri:. ~vl.iCies are not reaiir · · 
ioreign at a'il. . . . · . . · · · · · 

-',\nen greenhouse gas emrssions rrom deveiop~d ri~ticins warrn the­
atmosphere and CFts eat away at the ozope la~·er. 'our beaches and farmlands and 
people are ~reateneci When drugs rlood into'our country from So~th·.-\merica an.d 
Asia~ our cities suffer and our children are put at risk. Whe'n a Libyan terrorist can go 
to ·.lfl,'airport in Europe and chet:k a bomb i.n ·a suitcase that kills htindreds :oi peopie: 
•iu'r ireedom is Jimrnished·and our people live in fear. i . 

·5o let'us no longer de1ine national secumv'm the.narrow mliitary 
, I ' . • . , . • • . , '. . 

terms <ii the C,old War. We can no'longer aii<ird to have foreign and domestic poi1cies. 
We must devise an0 pursue nauonaJ poJicies ·that serve the.needi or ~ur people by. . . 

. uniting us at home and rest~ri~g America's grt;atriess in the worlcl To lead abroad. a· . 
PreSident of the United States. must first iead at home. 

' : . Half a century ago,. this country.emerged victorious from an·au­
. consuming war into a new era of great challenge. It was. a time of change, a time for 
. new thinking, a time ior w«;>iking together to build a free and, prosperous world. a time . 
for putting that war behindus.In'the afterrpath of that war, President Harry Truman 

. and hi~ successors, forged a bipartisan c6nsensus in America that bro~ght security and 
. prosperity for 20 years. · · ' ·· · · · · 
. . . . ·. Today we need a President; a public arid a policy that are not , 
Caught up in the wars 'of the past~ not World War U, not Vietnam, not the Cold War. 
~t we need to elect in' 1992 b not th~ laSt President ofthe 20th 'century but the fitst ' 

• I .• ' ' · •. I' 

. · Presiden~ of the 21st century.· . . . · . . · . ·· 

. · · :Jltinpring,'when the troop$ came home from the Pe·rs~ Gulf, we 
had over 100,000 people at a wekcime home Parade in UttJe ·Rock. Vete~ came from. 
aJI across the ~ -- not lust those .who hid juSt retUrned from the Gulf, but' men aoo. ·' 
women Who had served in W&JdWar ll Korea ind VJttnam. 'ru neverforget how · · 
~ l was u 1 Witched lhan.mann cb.n the street to· our cheen and saw the.··· · . 
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"Evim as rhe. · 

-~mencan. 
I . . . 

Dream •s 

inspirmg peop 

arciu~d the 

world, America 

.is,on the ... 
·sidelines. a. 

. mili~ary giant 

crippled .PY 
economic 

weakness and .· 

.. an uncertai.n . 

vision."· 

I 
i 

I 
.I 

::.m..,........, . (lllillllo. · •. ' .'· "f·t ; . . ' . . . . ' 
· : ''lhat is the spirit we need as we move into this new era. As · · ·. 

Pres,ideltt Lincom told con~ress in another tinle ol-n~ Cha!Jalje, ~ 1862: -.•. 
... · · · .· · .. · · · -rhe dogmai of the quiet pasfare.inidecnaie'to .. the.stormy . , . 
~the oc;casi9n iJ ~10.1 high With diffiCwty, ai.d wC riUut'ri.e With the ocas,ori: 
As our case is nrW,' so we· must thirii anew. and act anew. We must ~thrall 
OUrsefV~ and then we shall save OUr. C<luntiy. fellow citizens. we cannot escape. history." · 
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REMARKS BY GOVERNOR BllLL CLINTON 
WORLD AFFAIRS COUNCIL 

LOS ANGELES, CA 
AUGUST 13, 1992 

Let me say how very glad I am to be here, and how appreciative I am for the opportunity 
to ad

1
dress you. I appreciate the intr.oduction which Dick gave me. I always enjoy speaking to 

people who are concerned about world affairs. Ever since I left my native state for virtually the 
first ltime when I was eighteen to go off to the School of Foreign Services at Georgetown 
University, I have been profoundly concerned with the role of America in the world, and the 
impabt of events around in the world on our nation, and the happenings within other countries, 
with which we should be concerned. 

Ladies and gentlemen, it is always a hazardous enterprise to discuss foreign policy in the 
mids~ of a presidential electi~n. I met yesterday in Washington with Prime Minister Rabin of 
Israel, and I assured him that I did not want anything that occurred in this campaign to interrupt 
the cbmmitment of the tinited States of America to the peace process in the Middle East. I told' 
him that I intended to support the continuity of that process for the .next eighty-two days, and · 
if vidtorious in this election, beyond. I feel that way about our efforts to maintain a united front 
in dehling with the crisis in Bosnia, and to stand firm in the face of Saddam Hussein's flaunting 
of thb United Nation's cease-fire resolution in Iraq. · 

I Nonetheless it is important that a candidate for President, especially in a time of great 
change, set forth his or her views, and distinguish them from the opponent. And that is what I 
will~ to do here today. · · . · 

I We stand today blessed as the inheritors of a new world. It is a world of hope and 
opportunity, made possible by a half century of bipartisan leadership and unstinting sacrifice by 
the American people and our allies--and above all by the courage of the men and women, who 
lived in the formerly Communist countries of eastern Europe and the former Soviet Union. 

I . 
The~ tore down the walls of repression and stood down the tanks of tyranny. Now the Iron 
Curtain has collapsed, and the Cold War is· over. We have cause for rejoicing . 

. I But we must also pause and reflect about the new demands imposed on us by the ·new 
worltl we have done so much to create, and what kind of Presidentiallead~rship this new world 

1 



demands of us, both at home and abroad. The world remains a place of peril. While the Soviet 
Unidn is gone, a president must still be ready to defy and to defeat those who threaten us. 
Whatever else we expect of our presidents, we still need a resolute leader who will wield 
Amdrica's might and marshall all our resources, and the resources of our allies, to defend our 
mos~ fundamental interests. · · . 

And yet today there are new tests of leadership as well: 
• The first is to grasp how the world we live in has changed. . 
• The second is to assert a vision for our role in this dynamic world. 
• The third is to summon all our strengths -- our economic power, our values, and when 

necessary our military might -- in the service of our new vision. 
I do not believe Mr. Bush has met these new. tests, despite his clear effectiveness in 

organizing the allies against Iraq's aggression. Too often this administration has held on to old 
assukptions and old policies, trying to prop up yesterday's status quo, failing to confront our 
new challenges. 

I have agreed with President Bush oil a number of foreign policy issues. But I do not 
believe he has a complete vision of this new era. In a world of change, security flows from 
initi~tive, not from inertia. · 

I Next week, the Republicans will gather in Houston to nominate Mr. Bush and praise his 
record. Will they paint a partisan portrait of the past, or render a vision of the future that we 
Am~ricans can build together? 

I In their campaign, the Republicans already have tried to claim sole credit for the victory 
of freedom in the Cold War. And they suggest that in their second term they will bring to 
dombstic policy the same energy and expertise marked by foreign policy in their first term. 

I Their argument misreads both history and current events. The notion that the 
Rep"Ublicans won the Cold War reminds me of the rooster who took credit for the dawn. The 
trutH is, from Truman to Kennedy to Carter, Democratic as well as Republican presidents held 
firml against the expansion of Communism; and from Richard Russell to Scoop Jackson to Sam 
Nunn, Democratic leaders in Congress helped build the finest defense forces in the history of 
the ~orld. · · 

I But even more flawed is the Republican claim that, just as they changed the world in 
theix: first term, they will change America in their second. We must understand that foreign and 
dombstic policy are two sides of the same coin. If we're not strong at home we can't be strong 
abro~d. · If we can't compete in the global economy, we'll pay for it at home. 

I The same president who refused to make changes as American wages fell from first to 
thirteenth in the developed world was slow to recognize the changes in Eastern Europe and the 
fonrler Soviet Union. The same Administration that did nothing as 10 million Americans lost 
theit jobs due to tired, old economic policies also stood ~y as courageous·Chinese students were 
attadked with tanks in Tiananmen Square. . . · .. 

I I believe global change is inexorable and can work to our advantage or to our 
disadvantage, depending on· what we do. No one understands the opportunities and hazards of 
chadge better than the people of California.. Your commerce and culture stand as testaments to 
the benefits we derive from our engagement with Mexico, Japan, and the other nations of the 
Pacific. Your economy has been hurt by the lack of a national economic strategy, especially the 
lack of a plan to convert defense cuts into domestic economic investments. 

2 



Last December at Georgetown University and last April in New York, I outlined the role 
I see for America in this era of change. I marked the steps we must take to meet our new 
challbnges: to reestablish America's economic leadership; foster the spread of democracy abroad; 
and tevamp our Cold War military to meet our new security needs. Today I want to expand on 
what leadership in this new era requires, particularly in rethinking our security strategy and 
modbmizing our defenses. , 

I . 

Leadership for a Stron1 Economy 
· I In this new era, our first foreign priority and our first domestic priority are one and the 

same: reviving our economy. America must regain its economic strength to play a strong role 
as ldder of the world. And we must have a president who attends to prosperity at home if our 

I 

people ~e to sustain their support for engagement abroad. The world needs a strong America, 
and American strength begins right here. . 

· I This has been the administration's most glaring foreign policy failure. An anemic, debt-
laden economy; the developed world's highest rates of crime and poverty; an archaic education 
systdm; decaying roads, ports, and cities: all these undermine our diplomacy, make it harder 
for Js to secure favorable trade agreements and compromise our ability to finance essential 
mili~ actions. Mr. Bush's economic neglect literally has invited foreign pity. You remember 
the J~panese trip, which ended with the' Japanese Prime Minister saying he felt "sympathy" for 
the l!Jnited States. He did not feel sympathy for us because of our military weakness; he felt 

I 

sympathy for us because he thought we had refused to address our problems here at home, we 
) had gone into a period of economic decline, and our best days might be behind us. It is time for 

economic leadership that inspires foreign respect, not pity. ' . 
I The currency of national strength in this new era will be denominated not only in ships, 

tan~ and planes, but also in diplomas, patents and paychecks. My first foreign policy priority 
will ~e to restore America's economic vitality. I have laid out a strategy to raise our peoples' 
skil11levels, boost productivity, spur innovation and investment, reduce the national debt, and 
makJ us the world's strongest trading power. I will elevate economics in foreign policy; create 
an Ronomic Security Council similar to the National Security Council; an~ change the culture . 
of thb State,Department so that economics is no longer a poor cousin to old-school diplomacy. 

I In a Clinton-Gore Administration, presidential leadership will mean mobilizing our 
coun~ for the global economic competition that is the hallmark of this new age. It will mean 
securing commitments from American business and labor to take on new cooperative 
respdnsibilities. For there can be no growth without increased productivity in the private sector. 
In cohtrast to the United States, in all the high-growth countries, business and labor, government 
and Mucation are working in harness on the same side to develop the capacities of all the 

I 

people. Leadership will mean .championing open world trade that benefits American workers as 
well 1as American businesses -- from the roaring markets of the Pacific Rim to the resurgent 
econ?mies of Mexico and Latin America. And it will mean swift responses and stiff penalties 
to those who abuse the rules of trade once agreed upon. 

I One way we will strengthen our economy is through leadership for environmentally sound 
grow~. President Bush, in my judgement, abdicated that leadership, before, during, and after 
the Rio Earth Summit. The Japanese and the Germans used the Rio Earth Summit as an 
opportunity relentlessly to attempt to sell environmental technology to all the other nations of 
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the world, while we were fighting the global warming treaty and the bio-diversity treaty, and · 
clairliing we couldn't meet the C02 emission standards that the Europeans and the Japanese said 
they I could meet. Maybe that's one reason that seventy percent of the American market in 
environmental technologies is now held by foreign Ttrms, when it should be held by American 
companies. As we convert from defense and other technologies, we can create high-wage jobs 
for the twenty-first century by reconciling the goals of economic growth and environmental 
prot~tion. That is why I've proposed a strategy to boost our country's energy efficiency and 
to u~e market-based incentives to prevent pollution before it's created. It's one reason I picked 

I . 

AI Gore to be my running mate .. We want to put America back in the forefront of global efforts 
to adhieve sustainable development, and in the process, leave our children a better world. And 
we ~elieve -- and this is one decision that you have to make, you and all other Americans -- we 
belidve that sound environmental policies are a pre..:condition of economic growth, not a break 
on it. And that is one of the major decisions facing the American people in this election. 

I . 

Leadership to Promote Democracy 
I The second imperative of presidential leadership in this. new era is to reinforce the 

powerful global movement toward democracy and market economies. Our strategic interests and 
modi values both are rooted in this goal. As we help democracy expand, we make ourselves 
and bur allies safer. Democracies rarely go to war with each other or traffic in terrorism. They 
makb more reliable partners in trade and diplomacy. Growing market economies e~pand 
indiJidual opportunity and social tolerance. · \ 

J Yet Mr. Bush has been oddly reluctant to commit America's prestige on the side of 
people inspired by American precepts and example. When democratic reformers sough~ to break 
up ttle Soviet empire, Mr. Bush snubbed Boris Yeltsin, sided with the crumbling Soviet center, 

I ' 

and failed to lead the call for aid to Russia until he was pushed· into it by Richard Nixon and 
others. · . . 

I When 50 million Ukrainians sought emancipation from a dying communist empire, Mr. 
Busll withheld moral support, and instead -- in Kiev itself-- publicly chided Ukraine's voices 
of in~ependence for seeking a "suicidal nationalism." . . , 

· I When China cracked down on pro-democracy demonstrators, exported advanced weapons 
to ratlical regimes, and suppressed Tibet, Mr. Bush failed to stand up for our values. Instead, 
·he s~nt secret emissaries to China, signalling that we would do business as usual with those who 
murdered freedom in· Tiananmen Square. 

I And when it was clear to all that Yugoslavia inexorably was breaking apart, Mr. Bush 
and his Secretary of State gave short shrift to the yearnings of those seeking freedom in 
Slov~nia, Croatia, and Bosnia, and ignored warning signs that. Slobodan Milosevic was emerging 
as one of Europe's bloodiest tyrants. · 

I From the Baltics to Beijing, from Sarajevo to South Africa, time after time, George Bush 
has sided with the status quo rather than democratic change -- with familiar tyrants rather than 
thosJ who would overthrow them -- with the old geography of repression rather than a new map 

I 

of freedom. . 
I This pattern was most glaring in Mr. Bush's treatment of Iraq prior to its invasion of 

Kuwait, and his failure to support Saddam Hussein's opponents after the success of Desert 
Storrh. I supported the President's effort to drive Saddam out of Kuwait, and I respect his 
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conduct of the war itself. But now we are learning how his administration appeased Saddam in 
the rhonths prior to August, 1990. Even after the conclusion of the Iran-Iraq War, after Saddam 
had !gassed his own Kurdish population, this administration continued to coddle Iraq with 
economic credits, licensed militarily useful technology, and offered an obliging silence about its 
savage human rights record. In keeping with the president's directive to woo Saddam, the State 
Department even wrote an apology after the Voice of America dared to criticize Iraq's tyrannical 

.I 
regtme. . . 

I My Administration will stand up for democracy. We will support international assistance 
to emerging, fragile democracies in the former Soviet Union and Eastern Europe, and create a 
Derrlocracy Corps to help them develop free institutions. We will keep the pressure on South 
Afrita until the day of true democracy has dawned. We will stand by Israel -- our only 
dembcratic ally in the Middle East -- and press for more accountable governance throughout the 
regi6n. We will work to make sure that weapons of mass destruction do not enter in the hands 
of .~rants, all too willing to use them. We will link China's trading privileges to· its human 
rights record and its conduct on trade and weapons sales. We will create a Radio Free Asia, 
like !the successful Radio Free Europe, to carry ·news and hope to freedom-loving people in 
China and elsewhere. We will buttress democratic forces in Haiti, Peru, and throughout the 
westbrn hemisphere. And we will make the U.S. the catalyst for a collective stand against 
aggr~ssion, the action I have urged in response to Serbian aggression in Bosnia, on~ with which, 
thanrully, the Bush admin~stration now agrees after first calling it reckless. 

Leadership to Modernize America's Defenses 
I No test.of presidential leadership is more important than the president's actions as 

Commander in Chief. The threats to America may change, but a president's willingness to 
I . 

confront them must be unwavering. . · 
I The world remains a dangerous place. Moreover' the dangers are now different and less 

apparent. So as we scale down our military, we must also keep up our guard. U.S. military 
stre~gth will remain a force for stability-- and, yes, justice-- as the old global order continues 
to collapse and a new one emerges. 

I We can never forget this essential fact: power is the basis for successful diplomacy, and 
milit;arY power has always been fundamental to international relationships. So a president must 
provide the American people with a clear explanation of our enduring security interests, and a 
new !estimate of the threats we are likely to face in the post Cold-War era. So far, in my 
judgment, this Administration has failed to supply that rationale. Failure to give a clear strategy 
for rlational security is fueling isolationism on both the left and the right. 

I Today there are two wrong-headed, dangerous approaches to adjusting our defenses for 
the qew era. One is the Administration's. It talks of strategic ch~ge but simply shrinks the 
existing Cold War force structure. Continuation of this policy runs the risk of weakening the 
two :elements that were key to our victory in the Gulf: our superbly trained and motivated 
pers0nnel and our world-class weapons technology. · 

I At the same time, there are those-- some in my party-- who see defense cuts largely as 
a piggy bank to fund their domestic wish lists, with our defense structures and missions as an 
afterthought, rather than a starting premise. This policy would also weaken our technological 
supehority and the quality and. morale of our personnel. . · 
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Leadership demands more than a "Cold War Minus" or "Domestic Spending Plus." A 
president must identify the new threats to our security, define military mission-s. to meet those 
thrdtts, adapt our forces to carry out the missions, and back up those forces with the training, 

. techhology and intelligence they need to win. . 
I We must start with a fresh assessment of the dangers that could threaten our interests and 

potertially require the use of force. These include: .. the risk of new. threats from the former 
Sov~et republics, should democracy fail; the spread of weapons of mass destruction; historic 
tensions in various regions, especially the Korean peninsula and the Middle E'.ast, and the related 
risld 'of terrorist attacks; and the growing intensity of ethnic, fundamentalist and separatist 
violbnce, as in Yugoslavia and elsewhere, that can spill across borders. 

I The mission of containing an expansionist Soviet Union has disappeared. But enduring 
missions remain: to maintain nuclear deterrence even as we reduce nuclear arsenals; to reassure 
our friends and democratic allies and discourage potential adversaries; to pursue our interests 
wheh possible through strengthened institutions of collective security; to preserve freedom on 
the 'igh seas and protect our global economic interests; and to provi~e the superior technology 
and forces that are the ultimate guarantor of liberty. 

I House Armed Services Chair Les Aspin is right: The Administration's "base force" plan 
leavrs us with a military that does not fit our strategy and cannot do what we ask. It is 
burdened with redundancy. Key parts lack flexibility and mobility.- Just as you don't shoot 
gnat~ with a howitzer, we can't always respond rapidly and flexibly to far-flung regional 
conflicts with forces designed primarily for warfare in Europe. In other words, we ·must 
undJrstand the new world's threats, not merely to decide how much force we need, but to design 
the tight forces. . 

I To lead and build effective coalitions, we must have the ability to operate on our own 
if necessary. We need to base a larger fraction of our forces in the U.S. and maintain a modem 
and \vell-equipped Navy and Marine Corps, so that we can project power wherever we need. 

I Our new military must be more mobile, because the new worlo will not simply be one 
of fixed flash points. We need the additional sealift that the Bush administration refused for so 
longl to build. We also need the capabilities ofthe C-17 airlifter, ,which can fly long distances 
and then land on short fields close to the front. . . 

I Our new military must be more agile, because, with the end of the nuclear standoff, the 
new !battlefields will likely be dominated by maneuver, speed, and outthinking the enemy. That 
is w~y, for example, I support a technology the Bush administration has tried to cancel -- the 
V-22 --because it is the only aircraft capab~e of certain special operations, including the rescue 
of ~mericans held deep in hostile territory. And as House Intelligence Chair Dave McCurdy 
has ~d, we must have superior intelligence, to know where to apply force with best effect. .We 
havel seen in the last two years the price that a lack .of intelligence can cause. 

Our new military must be more precise and able to reduce casualties, because we may 
need to operate among civilian populations, and because the credibility of our threats to use 
force wi.ll often depend on our ability to limit the loss of life. We must upgrade the smart 
weapons that were so essential during Desert S,torm, and develop new systems that .can help 
redute American and civilian casualties. · 

Our new military must be more flexible to operate with diverse partners, beeause in the 
new world coalition operations will often be important for political legitimacy. New friends 
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be armed with former Warsaw Pact equipment, and new enemies armed with Western 
That is why we must find new ways to protect American and allied troops against the 

use of our own and allied weapons. 
Our new military must be more ready, because the new world will be unpredictable. We 

be ready in the future to reconstitute our forces if major new contingencies arise. And our 
new military must have deep roots in America, which is why it should make increased use of 

and Reserve forces in regional contingencies, so that our use of force will be considered· 
the utmost seriousness, maintained· affordably, and supported broadly at home. 

In all, by shifting from a force designed to win the Cold War to one better equipped to 
r .. "."""''rt rapidly to regional flare-ups, the Clinton-Gore defense budget brings savings of about 

v ........ v .. over the current Bush plan through 1997, very close to the numbers of Senator Nunn 
KeJJre!~entau· Aspin. But our efforts must go further. 

I agree with Senator Nt.inn that it is time to take a fresh look at the basic organization 
armed forces. We have four separate air forces -- one each for the Marines, Army, Navy 

Force. Both the Army and Marines have light infantry divisions. The Navy and Air 
have separately-developed but similar fighter aircraft and tactical missiles. We have at 

three and in some cases four separate Medical Corps, Chaplain Corps, Dental Corps, Legal 
and Nursing Cotps. Each service also has its own administrative, training and logistics 

While respecting each service's unique capabilities, we can reduce redundancies, save 
uu.Jc.•"'··~· of dollars, and get better teamwork. In 1948, then Secretary of Defense, James 

convened a meeting of the military service chiefs in Key West to allocate 
respet1sunu1aes among the four services. It failed. As President, I will order the Pentagon to 

a similar meeting to hammer out a new understanding about consolidating and 
coc1rd1natmg military roles and missions in the 1990s and beyond. 

My Administration will make security and savings compatible. It will reduce our forces, 
but a credible presence in Europe and Asia, and make reductions in consultation with 
our ~llies. We will stand up for our interests, but we will share burdens, where possible, 
throJgh multilateral efforts to secure the peace, such as NATO and a new, voluntary U.N. Rapid 
Depl~oyment Force. In Bosnia, Somalia, Cambodia, and other war-tom areas of the world, 
multilateral action holds promise as never before, and the U.N. deserves full and appropriate 
conulibutions from all the major powers. It is time for our friends to bear more of the burden. 

I Our new security strategy also will ensure our defense industry can supply the weapons 
and technologies America may need in the future. Ag~n, I think this Administration lacks any 
suchlstrategic sense. We are letting major production lines go cold, for everything from tan~ 
to planes to submarines, often ignoring the capacities they represent. 

I We can't keep every production line and military lab open. But we must define the core 
skills and industries critical for America's security. We must eliminate needless military 
specifications that make defense production so unique, separate, and expensive. We will pursue 
new !technologies with both civilian and defense uses. And we should also pursue anew a 
strong upgrade program to keep current lines operating and start limited production of next 

I • • generation eqmpment. · 
[ We must not forget the American heroes of the Cold War whose lives will be turned 

upside down as our forces shrink. The Administration today has no serious plan to help our 
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defense workers and military personnel make a transition to a civilian economy. I have such 
a plan. For example, I support incentives for military personnel to earn mil~tary retirement by 
taking jobs as teachers and police, as Senator Nunn has suggested. I want to help retrain defense 
technicians for work in critical civilian fields such as bio-technology, renewable energy and 
environmental cleanup. · 

\The Pentagon stands as America's best youth training program, our most potent research 
center and the most fully integrated institution in American life. It's time to put those assets to 
work at home. As Senator Nunn has suggested, there ought to be work for military forces and 
the National Guard in solving the problems of infrastructure, education, and rural health -­
offering the possibility to our military personnel to serve as role models here at home, while all 
the while maintaining their consistent obligation to fulfill their primary military mission. The 
military engineering capacities, educational capacities, capacities for airlift of people in remote 
areas for health purposes, all of the things could be used to benefit us, here at home, to help us 
solve our problems, without weakening the military obligations of those who will be more 
stationed at home than the years ahead. 

Finally, we cannot make America more secure unless we act against a host of new threats 
that don't respect national borders, such a:s terrorism, drug trafficking, and global environmental 
degradation. As Al Gore has so compellingly argued, the damage we do to the earth can be 
more than a threat to our health and resources; it can. also aggravate international tensions and 
raise the chance of war itself. 

One of the most dangerous new threats is the spread of military technology, ·especially 
weapons of mass destruction. We can't afford to wait until a host of Third World nations 
acquire full arsenals of First World weapons. We all saw the enormity of that threat as Scud 
missiles arced across the night skies of Israel and Saudi Arabia. We need to clamp down on 
countries and companies that sell proscribed technologies. Violators should be punished, and 
we must work urgently with all countries for tough, enforceable, non-proliferation agreements. 
We need better intelligence to identify at an earlier stage foreign nuclear, chemical, and 
biological weapons programs. We need to give informational nuclear inspectors the authority 
and means to make spot inspections. And a Clinton-Gore Administration will not permit 

. American firms again to sell key technologies to outlaw states like Iraq. 
The ultimate test of presidential leadership, of course, goes beyond defense budgets or 

battle plans. It is the judgment a president exercises in those perilous moments when countries 
are invaded, our friends are threatened, Americans ar~ held hostage, and our nation's interests 
are on the line. When the American people choose a president, they want someone they can 
trust to act when those moments arise. Every president in the last half-century has had to 
confront the fateful decision to send Americans into combat. I do not relish this prospect, but 
neither do I shrink from_ it. I know we must have the resolve constantly to deter, sometimes to 
fight, always to win. That is why Al Gore and I supported the decision to use force to get 

· ~addam Hussein out of Kuwait. And why we stand united with President Bush in sending this 
message to Saddam ashe flouts the U.N.'s resolutions: toe the line or face the music. 

Conclusion 
Whatever the threat or opportunity, national security. is and must remain a bipartisan task. 

As a nation, we have many opinions, but only one foreign policy. 
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Yet presidential elections are about choices. And one of the choices the American people 
must make this year is about the kind of presidential leadership we want in a fundamentally new 
era. In this election, President Bush will seek to establish his leadership by emphasizing the 
time he has spent, the calls he has placed, and the trips he has taken In the conduct of foreign 
policy. But the measure of leadership in the new era is not the conversations held or the rriil~s 
travelled. It is the new realities recognized, the crisis averted, the opportunities seized. I 
challenge him to set his vision of our nation's purpose in a dramatically new era against the one 
I am presenting in this campaign. For in the final analysis, we must have a president ready to 
think anew as the world is new. · 

Today's leadership is rudderless, reactive and erratic. It is time for leadership that is 
strategic, vigorous and grounded in America's democratic values. 

In 1960, John F. Kennedy told America that there was "a new world to be won." Today 
there is again. My vision is of a world united in peaceful commerce; a world in which nations 
compete more in economic and less in military terms; a world of dynamic market-generated 

. growth that narrows the gap between rich and poor; a world increasingly engaged in democracy, . 
tolerant of diversity and respectful of human rights; a world united against the common enemies 
of mankind: war, poverty, ignorance, disease, and environmental destruction; a world we can 
pass on to our children and their children, with the knowledge that we rose to the new 
responsibilities of this new world and this new age. 

I am running for President because I believe that a strong America -- strong in arms, 
strong in values, strong in wealth, strong in will-- remains the world's best of hope for turning 
that vision into a reality. Thank you. 
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